JAN. -06' 04 (THE) 15:03 



HESLIN ROTHENBERG 



* 



TEL: 518 452 5579 



He marks 



Reconsideration of the application, and allowance of all pending claims are respectfully 
requested. Claims I and 4-36 remain pending. 

In the Office Aciion, dated October 6, 2003, claims 1, 4, 7-1 5, 1 8-27 and 30-36 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Miller et nl. (U.S. Patent No. 5,475,8 19). 
Further, claims 5, 6, In', 1 7, 28 and 2t> are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Miller ct nl. in view of Cain et al. (U.S. Paleiu No. 6,028,846). Applicants respect fully, bul 
most strenuously, traverse this rejection for the reasons below. 

In one aspect of applicants* invention, system traffic of a clustered computing 
environment is controlled. Tn order to provide this control, a particular service node address is 
coupled based on network topology to a particular neiwnrk object that holds information 
regarding that sen-ice node address. For example, as shown in KIG. 23, (he network topology is 
defined by the association ofa node address definition, a subnetwork definition and a network 
definition. The definition for a particular node address is used to point to a particular network 
definition via a subnetwork definition. Thus, the node address is mapped to the network 
definition data. Within the network definition dam is a service routing table which includes the 
priority for that service. Thus, when there are a plurality ofservice node addresses, each address 
is mapped in such a way |o obtain the plurality of priorities associated with the plurality of 
addresses. Then, a service is contacted based on the priorities. 

In one example, applicants claim a method ofcontrolling system traffic ofa clustered 
computing environment (e.g., claim 1 ). The method includes, for instance, mapping one or more 
node addresses, for u service to he provided, to one or more network objects defined for the 
service, wherein the mapping u r a nodc addrcss mapS lhe nodtf ;lddr(JSS (o a pa)lici)br netwt)) ,. 
object or a plurality outwork objects based on network topology; obtaining from the one or 
more network objects one or more priorities nf.he service; and contacting the service based on 
the one or more priorities. Thus, in applicants' claimed invention, a node address is used to 
obtain a particular network object, which contains the priority associated with that node address 
in that network. Therefore, the priority for the service for a particular nodc address is obtained 
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from si network nhjeei associated with lhal node address. This is very different from the 
teachings of Miller, 

[■or example, Miller describes the use of a name service to obtain a network address and 
additional information of a service, including a priority associated with lhal service. There is no 
description, teaching or suggestion in Miller of mapping a node address to a network object <o 
obtain the priority from the network object. Thai is, there is no description, teaching or 
suggestion in Miller of using a node address to retrieve a priority, instead, in Miller, the service 
requested by a client is used to find a server entry that includes (he network address and other 
information, including the priority. There is no using the node address to obtain the priority. 
There is no mapping of the node address lo obtain the network object that includes the priority, 
as claimed by applicants. The node address and priority data are in the same entry. The node 
address is not used lo obtain the priority. 

For example, in Col. 6\ lines 58-65 of Miller it is described that when a client requests an 
interface which corresponds to a service group, the name service looks up information in the 
service group entry about the alternative servers, selects a compatible server and returns the 
network address to the client. Thus, the network address is merely returned lo the client, 
f'lirlher, the attribute which includes priority, as described in Col. 7, lines 35-40, is just stored in 
the server entry that also includes thai address. Thus, there is no need for a mapping of the node 
address based on topology lo obtain a particular network object to obtain the priority. The 
priority is just another given in Miller, along with the address. Thus, applicants respectfully 
submit dial Miller does not describe, teach or suggest applicants' claimed element of mapping 
one or more node addresses for services lo be provided to one or more network objects defined 
for the service, wherein the mapping of a node address maps the node address to a particular 
network object of a plurality of network objects based on the network topology, and obtaining 
from the one or more network objects one or more priorities of the service. Again, the network 
address and the priority in Miller are merely information contained in a server entry which is 
provided to the client when a particular interface is selected. There is no teaching or suggestion 
of using the network address to perform any mapping to obtain priorities. 
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Applicant respccfuhy ra)l „ 3l ,„n, ,„ e E Mra i, K , con,*. appKcanuTa.Lomey a. mc 
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Hc'speci fully submiired. 



Blanche E. Schiller 
Attorney for Applicants 
Kiiyislrcition No.: 35,670 



Doled: January _ 2004. 



HHSUN KOTHEIMBfiRG FARLKY & MESITI P C 
5 Columbia Circle ' " 

Albany, New York 1 2203-5 1 60 
Telephone: (518)452-5600 
Facsimile: (518)452-5570 



POU92000000SUS! 



PAGE 717 ' RCVD AT 1/6/2004 3:01:37 PM [Eastern Standard Time] ' SVR:USPT0-EFXRf-1/4 • DNIS:3729306 * CSID:518 452 5579 * DURATION (mm-ss):02-18 



